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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Acknowledgement is made of applicant's amendment in response to the office action mailed 
on June 13"^ of 2007. 

Response to Applicant *s A rguments 

2. In regard to Provisional Double Patenting Rejections, please refer to MPEP 804.01 titled 
Prohibition of Double Patenting Rejections under 35 USC 121, which recites the following: 
"The following are situations where the prohibition *>against< double patenting rejections 
under 35 U.S.C. 121 does not apply: 

(A) The applicant voluntarily files two or more applications without a restriction 
requirement by the examiner." 

Furthermore, please refer to MPEP 804, Chart 1-B and see the block under "Different 
Inventions", category "Same Inventive Entity". 

The Nonstatutory Provisional Double Patent Rejections should be withdrawn once 
the applicant timely files a terminal disclaimer. 

3. The applicant had clarified the matter of Claim 8 and the objection is withdrawn. 

4. In regard to applicant's argument concerning claims 1, 6 and 18, specifically the applicant 
argues, "Krexner, by contrast, precludes the first ring fi-om occurring so that the device itself 
can answer and monitor the line for a facsimile tone. If the first ring is silenced, a human will 
not be aware of the existence of the incoming call and will not answer the call. Silencing the 
first ring in Krexner buys the Krexner device some time to monitor the line for a facsimile 
tone without interference fi-om a human that otherwise might may have picked up another 
handset. Claim 1 requires the line is to be monitored for a facsimile tone while, and after, the 
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incoming call is answered. Krexner lacks such a teaching. No other art of record satisfies the 
deficiency of Krexner. For at least this reason, claim 1 and all claims dependent thereon are 
in condition for allowance". 

The examiner disagrees as to the applicant's position on Krexner. The applicant 
amended the claim to recite "by a human or answering machine". By applicant's own 
admission that "Krexner, by contrast, precludes the first ring fi-om occxxrring so that the 
device itself can answer and monitor the line for a facsimile tone". The combination device 
of Krexner is a machine, and if said machine can answer and monitor the line for a facsimile 
tone, then it is an answering machine. 

Furthermore, Column 13, rows 16-18, when an input signal from the other telephone 
mean is received at the combination device of Krexner, three acoustic ringing tone is emitted 
by the loudspeaker 36. And according to Krexner, in Colunm 3, Rows 8-10, the purpose of 
generating those tones is to attract the user of an incoming telephone call. Column 13^ Rows 
1-4 merely assumes the scenario where the user, for whatever reason, chooses not to answer 
the incoming telephone call despite the acoustic ring. It does not negate the fact that the 
combination device will generate three acoustic rings to attract a human, monitor and 
continues to monitor the line for a facsimile tone if the user chooses to pickup the phbne. 
Therefore, the ring is not silenced nor is a human prevented from answering a call. Finally, 
there is no teaching nor suggestion within Krexner that state the combination device will not 
monitor and continues to monitor given the scenario where a human chooses to answer the 
call. Therefore, amended claims 1, 6, and 18 are rejected under 35 USC 102/103 in view of 
Krexner. 
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• Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 3, and 4 are rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by the teachings 
of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A). 

Regarding Claim 1, Krexner discloses a method for receiving facsimiles in a multi- 
function printer device (Fig 1, and see Col 5, Row 40. A telephone exchange 7 for 
receiving both facsimile and telephone signals), said method comprising: 

detecting (Fig 1, Activation Detector), by said multi-function printer device, an 
incoming phone call (Col 5, Rows 51-63. Detects the receiving mode as well as the 
activation of the multi-function printer device); 

monitoring (Column 3,^ Rows 38-42 and Col 5, Rows 40-63, this combination 
forms the meai^s for detecting and monitoring an incoming voice or facsimile 
transmission), by said multi-function printer device, said incoming phone call for a facsimile 
tone (Col 7, Rows 19-30, it is explained how facsimile signal is detected) while said 
incoming call is answered by a human or answering machine (Col 13, Rows 4-38; in this 
case, the call is being answered by an answering machine); 

continuing to monitor (Column 13, Rows 20 through 25, after three acoustic ring 
tone had been generated, the fax signal detection mean checks if there is a facsimile tone 
between the time period of Tl through T3. Therefore, the multi-function printer device 
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continues to monitor for the duration of T3-T1 after the transmission had been 
received), by said multi-function printer device, said incoming phone call for a facsimile 
tone after said incoming call is answered by the human or answering machine (Col 13, Rows 
4-38; in this case, the call is being answered by an answering machine); 

allowing (Col 7, Rows 40-45), by said multi-function printer device, said incoming 
call to proceed when no facsimile tone is detected (that there is a switching mean that can 
switch between facsimile and voice mode); and 

initializing (Col 7, Rows 40-45 and see Col 8, Rows 10-15 and 22-25) said multi- 
function printer device to receive an incoming facsimile transmission in response to said 
facsimile tone being detected (combine the switching mean with the detection means, the 
MPD would allow voice call to proceed when it is determine the incoming signal is a 
voice call, otherwise it would initialize facsimile operation by applying the received 
signal to fax signal detection means via first switching means where control signal is 
supply to fax means 2 for receiving and printing a facsimUe signal). 

Regarding Claim 2, referring to Figure 1 and [Column 8, Rows 1 through 20] where 
the internal control and switch decoupling process is explained. Accordingly, if facsimile 
tone is detected within the incoming transmission, control stage 47 supply control signal to 
decoupling stage 56 to switch to fax means from telephone answering means. Therefore, fax 
means takes over to process the incoming signal. 

Regarding Claim 3, it is taught in [Colunm 13, Rows 20 through 25] and referring to 
Figure 2, that after three acoustic rings were generated to warn the user of an incoming 
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transmission, the fax detection means continues to monitor for an facsimile tone for the 
duration of from Tl through T2. 
6. Regarding Claim 4, it is taught in [Column 7, Rows 1 8 through 23] where the fax tone, or 
sound, is defined as having pulse duration of half a second and a clock frequency of 1 kHz. 
Tones other than a facsimile tone are identified as voice call tone. Therefore, if a facsimile 
tone is present then the voice call tone is absent, and fax means 2 is activated to starting 
processing incoming facsimile signal. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over the combined teaching of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) and 
Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302). 

Referring to Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 andJP 11-275302), there exists a United 
States Patent Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) which is the English Version and combination 
of these two Japanese Patents. Therefore, Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) is relied upon as 
the source of proper English translation in this office action. 
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Regarding Claim 5, Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaches the elements of Claim 1 , 
however it do not explicitly teach a separate memory for a general-purpose processor. 

Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) teaches a separate memory for a 
general-purpose processor. Referring to Figure 2 of Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl), it 
explicitly taught a ROM 92 attached to the main CPU of Main Control Section, which is 
connected to the printer section with its own ROM 111. 

Therefore, it would Ve been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine a 
general-purpose processor with a memory with the apparatus of Krexner in order to provide 
means to store facsimile data when it is first received. 

Regarding Claim 6, Krexner discloses a multi-function printer device comprising: 

means for printing media (Col 8, Rows 22-25); 

means for sending and receiving facsimiles (Col 5, Rows 30-35); 

means for monitoring (Col 11, Rows 50-55) an incoming phone call for a facsimile 
tone from said incoming call being ans>yered by a human or answering machine during said 
incoming call (Col 13, Rows 4-38; in this case, the call is being answered by an 
answering machine); and 

means for initializing the facsimile means to receive an incoming facsimile 
transmission in response to said monitoring means detecting a facsimile tone (Col 7-8, 
specifically Col 7 Rows 15-20 and Col 8 Rows 22-25). 

However, Krexner does not disclose means for optically scanning media. 

Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) discloses a scanner. Referring to 
Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) as reference, it teaches a composite type-copying machine 
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having three functions of a copying machine, a facsimile, and a printer (Col 6, Row 33-38). 
As such, it incorporated a scanner in order to input images (Col 6, Rows 39-42). 

Therefore, it would've been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine the 
apparatus of Krexner and the scanner of Takano in order to provide a mean for inputting 
image into the apparatus and perform facsimile transmission of the image data whereas the 
motivation for combination is quoted in Takano as "functioning as an image input means" 
(Col 6, Row 41). 

Regarding Claim 7, Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaches the subject matters of 
Claim 6 and Claim 7 except for means for optically scanning media whereas Takano et aL 
(JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) teaches such scanning mean. Regarding Claim 7 whereas 
monitoring goes on for an initial period of time, Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaches that 
monitoring last from the start of detection of transmission through T2 [Colunm 13, Rows 20 
through 25, as well as Figure 2 where a fax signal was confirmed during the period Tl 
through T2]. The reason for combine teaching and motivation is the same as in Claim 6. 

Regarding Claim 9, it is further taught in Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) [Colunm 7, 
Rows 18 through 23] where the fax tone, or soimd, is defined as having pulse duration of half 
a second and a clock fi-equency of 1 kHz. Tones other than a facsimile tone are identified as 
voice call tone. Therefore, if a facsimile tone is present then the voice call tone is absent, and 
fax means 2 is activated to starting processing incoming facsimile signal when there voice- 
call tone is absent. The reason for combine teaching and motivation is the same as in Claim 
6. 
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Regarding Claim 17, provided with a printer of Krexner and the scanner of Takano, 
it is inherent that the apparatus of Krexner and Takand has the mean to copy media. The 
reason for combine teaching and motivation is the same as in Claim 6. 

Regarding Claim 18, Krexner et al (US 6005924 A) teaches every elements of the 
claim except for the optical scanner. Refer to Claim 6 Rejection for the prior art teachings. 
Furthermore, regarding the general-purpose processor based device selectively interfaced 
with designated parts, Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) describes the operations of first 
switching stage and a second switching stage in [Colunm 7 Row 40 through Column 8 Row 
20] as well as in Figure 1 . The switching stages take control signals from the control stage 
(general-purpose processor) in selectively switching from internal telephone mean to 
facsimile mean or vice versa. 

Krexner does not teach the optical scanner. 

Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) teaches the scanner means as in the rejections 
mentioned above. 

Therefore, it would Ve been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine the 
apparatus of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) and the scanner Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) 
in order to provide a mean for inputting image into the apparatus and perform facsimile 
transmission of the image data whereas the motivation for combination is quoted in Takano 
et aL (US 6833926 Bl) as "functioning as an image input means" [Column 6, Row 41]. 

Regarding Claim 19, Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl) further teaches in Figure 2 that 
there is a ROM 92 attached to the Main Control Section where the general-purpose processor 
is based. The reason and motivation to combine is the same as that of Claim 1 8 rejection. 
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Regarding Claims 10, 1 1, and 13, Krexner teaches the subject matter of Claim 6. But 
Krexner does not teach the scanning means. Takano teaches the scanning means, and 
furthermore it teaches the elements of Claim 10, 1 1, and 13. 

Regarding Claim 10, the combined teachings of Krexner and Takano teaches the 
subject matter of Claim 6 from which Claim 10 is dependent upon. Furthermore, Takano et 
aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) teach means for interfacing an image processing 
apparatus with system control section via a general bus 120, refer to Figure 3 and [Colunm 
1 1 , Rows 24 through 34] of Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl), Whereby the apparatus of 
Takano is in itself a standalone device capable of printing, copying, and facsimile operation. 

Therefore, it would've been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine the 
apparatus of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A), the scanner of Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 
and JP 11-275302), and the general purpose interface (wired, wireless, or compact flash 
memory) of Takano in order to provide a mean for conmiunication between the apparatus 
and other apparatus within the network as well as transferring data between the apparatuses 
mentioned whereas the motivation for combination is quoted in Takano et aL (US 6833926 
Bl) as "to provide an image processing apparatus wherein an external interface is 
provided " [Column 1, Row 66 through Column 2, Row 5]. 

Regarding Claim 11, TakanoetaL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) further 
teaches an extemal interface that is capable of interfacing with network via public line, wired 
LAN, wireless LAN and etc. refer to Figure 3 and [Colxmin 11, Rows 24 through 34] of 
Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl). The reason and motivation for combine teaching is the same 
as in Claim 10 rejection. 
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Regarding Claim 13, it clearly shows in Figure 3 of Takano that the interface is 
configured to accommodate a flash memory drive, or a memory device. In addition, it is 
inherent that all apparatus that could accommodate such a drive has the ability to download 
drive's content into its own memory. The reason and motivation for combine teaching is the 
same as in Claim 1 0 rejection. 

Regarding Claim 20, Kroner et aL (US 6005924 A) explicitly teach a user interface 
where user may manually enter the desired setting [Column 4, Rows 34 through 56]. Takano 
et aL (US 6833926 Bl) also teaches in Figure 2 an operational panel consist of a display 
LCD and operation keys connected to a panel CPU that is connected to the rest of the 
apparatus. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to have an 
interface in the system of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) in order to receive user inputs to 
determine the setting of the system. 

Regarding Claim 2 1 , in view of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaching in rejection 
of claims 18 and 20 above, Krexner further teaches in [Column 4, Rows 4 through 13] that 
the user can define the nxmiber of rings. The reason and motivation for combine teaching is 
the same as in Claim 10 rejection. 



8. 



Claim 8 is rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over the combined teaching 
of Krexner et al. (US 6005924 A), Takano et al. (JP 1 1-275301 and JP 1 1-275302) and 
Kobayashi et al. (US 5835240 A). 
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Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaches everything in Claim 6 except for means for 
optically scanning media. 

Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) teaches a mean for scanning image 
for input. Please refer to Claim 6 rejection for details. 

The combined teaching of Krexner and Takano does not teach monitoring for 
facsimile signal throughout the duration of a call. Kobayashi et aL (US 5835240 A) teaches 
monitoring for facsimile tone throughout the duration of the call [Column 3, Rows 2 through 
13]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine 
the continuous monitoring mean of Kobayashi with that of the combined teaching of 
Krexner and Takano in order to correctly determine if the incoming signal is a facsimile 
signal or a voice signal whereas the motivation to combine is quoted in Kobayashi et aL (US 
5835240 A) [Colunm 1, Row 63 through Column 2, Row 5] "provide a facsimile 
communication supplementary service that allows the switching facility to automatically 
determine whether the originating terminal is a telephone or a facsimile. . 

9. Claims 12, 22, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over the 
combined teaching of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A), Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 
11-275302) and Motoyama (US 5818603 A). 

The combined teaching of Krexner and Takano teaches the subject matters of Claim 
6 as well as wireless interface between the apparatus and outside network. However, the 
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combined teaching does not teach wirelessly interfacing between a general-purpose processor 
based device and the MPD. 

Motoyama (US 5818603 A) teaches a remote monitoring system using a computer 
(processor based device that issue commands to' stand alone facsimile or copier) to perform 
various tests on copier, facsimile and the like. Referring to [Column 4, Rows 1 through 7] of 
Motoyama (US 5818603 A), the reference clearly teaches that the interface between the 
diagnostic medium and the apparatus the diagnostic to be perform on can have wireless 
connection including radio wave (RF interface such as Bluetooth) or infrared wave (such as 
IrDA). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinarily skilled in the art to 
combine the teachings of Krexner and Takano with Motoyama (US 5818603 A) in order to 
provide a wireless medium for communication between a processor based unit and a 
facsimile unit whereas the motivation for combination is quoted in Motoyama (US 5818603 
A) "to provide a method and system for communicating with machines which has the 
capability to use varying communication protocols" [Column 1, Rows 40 through 43]. 

Regarding Claims 22, 23, and 24, the combine teaching of Krexner and Takano 
teaches the elements of Claim 18, from which the Claims 22, 23, and 24 are dependent upon. 
However, the combine teaching only discloses a system where the facsimile, copier, and 
scanner are combined in one device instead of being stand-alone devices. Motoyama (US 
5818603 A) teaches a diagnostic system consisting of a computer with a processor, that 
monitors, diagnosis, and controls a variety of stand-alone apparatuses such as copiers, 
printers, facsimile machines, and digital cameras [Column 1, Rows 8 through 17] via a 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,791 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2625 

variety of communication standards [Column 4, Rows 1 through 7] that includes wireless 
standards. In addition, since the apparatuses are all stand alone devices independent of the 
diagnostic/control computer, it is inherent that they all have independent sources of power. 
The reason and motivation to combine the two teachings are the same as in the rejections of 
Claim 12. 

10, Claims 14, 15, 16 is rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over the combined 
teaching of Krexner et al (US 6005924 A), Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302) 
and Gray et aL (US 3694574 A). 

The combine teaching of Krexner and Takano teaches the elements of Claim 6. 
However, the teaching did not limit the scope of scanning means to flatbed, sheet-feed, nor 
picture frame. 

Gray et al (US 3694574 A) teaches scanner of these types. 

Regarding 14 and 1 5, Gray et aL (US 3694574 A) teaches in [Column 1 , Rows 30 
through 43] that it is advantageous to use scanners of flatbed type and the scanner of the 
invention is sheet feed type as well. Regarding Claim 16, it is inherent that the picture frame 
scanner, especially in view of a brief introduction by Kinjo (US 6519046 Bl), is an 
integrated feature of all scanners. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to modify 
the system of Krexner and Takano with Gray et aL (US 3694574 A) in order to provide a 
high degree of quality for inputting image whereas the motivation to combined the reference 
with Krexner and Takano is quoted in Gray et aL (US 3694574 A) [Column 1, Rows 43 
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through 58] "to produce a precise charge image replica of the original document scanned at 

the facsimile transmitter. " 

Nonstatutory Provisional Double Patent Rejections 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine grounded in 
public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or improper 
timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970); and In re Thoringion, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be used to overcome 
an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the 
conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this application. See 37 
CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fiiUy comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

11. Claims 1 through 5, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 16, and 21 are provisionally rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
the claims of copending Application No. 10/750804 in view of Krexner et aL (US 6005924 
A). 

Regarding Claim 1, Claim 1 of Copending Application No. 10/750804 discloses 
monitoring incoming phone call to detect a facsimile tone and initializing apparatus to 
receive transmission when that tone is detected. It is further disclosed in Claims 2, 3, and 7 
that monitoring continues after the call is answered by a human or an answering machine. 
However, 10/750804 does not disclose detecting an incoming phone call and allowing voice 
call to proceed when no facsimile tone is detected. 
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Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) teaches a telephone exchange 7 [Column 5, Row 40] 
that can receive both fax and telephone signal, an activation detector [Column 5, Row 52] 
that detect the receiving mode as well as the activation of the MPD, and a fax signal 
detection mean [Column 3, Rows 38 through 42]. This combination forms the means for 
detecting and monitoring an incoming voice or facsimile transmission [Column 5, Rows 40 
through 63]. Regarding allowing the call to proceed if it is a voice call and initializing in 
preparation for receiving a facsimile transmission, it is taught in [Column 7, Rows 40 
through 45] that there is a switching mean that can switch between facsimile and voice mode. 
Combine this switching mean with the detection means, the MPD would allow voice call to 
proceed when it is determine the incoming signal is a voice call. 

Therefore, it would've been obvious for one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine 
the disclosure of Application No. 10/750804 with the teachings of Krexner et aL (US 
6005924 A) in order to have a combination device that is capable of receiving facsimile and 
voice signal whereas the motivation to combine is quoted in Krexner et al. (US 6005924 A) 
[Column 2, Rows 55 through 60]: to supply further call signal to output in the absence of fax 
signal detection information. 

Regarding Claim 2, referring to Figure 1 and [Column 8, Rows 1 through 20] of 
Krexner et al (US 6005924 A) where the internal control and switch decoupling process is 
explained. Accordingly, if facsimile tone is detected within the incoming transmission, 
control stage 47 supply control signal to decoupling stage 56 to switch to fax means from 
telephone answering means. Therefore, fax means takes over to process the incoming signal. 
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The reason and motivation to combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same with that of 
Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 3, it is taught in [Column 13, Rows 20 through 25] and referring to 
Figure 2, that after three acoustic rings were generated to warn the user of an incoming 
transmission, the fax detection means continues to monitor for an facsimile tone for the 
duration of from Tl through T2. The reason and motivation to combine 10/750804 and 
Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 4, Claim 7 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses monitoring for 
soimd and initializing the MPD to receive facsimile when no sound is detected. The reason 
and motivation to combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited 
above. 

Regarding Claim 5, Claim 10 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses storing 
facsimile in memory of a general-purpose processor based device connected to said multi- 
function printer device. The reason and motivation to combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the 
same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 7, Application No. 10/750804 discloses the same invention as in 
Claim 6 from which this claim is dependent upon. However, it does not disclose monitoring 
for an initial period after incoming call is answered. Krexner teaches in [Column 13, Rows 
20 through 25] and referring to Figure 2, that after three acoustic rings were generated to 
wam the user of an incoming transmission, the fax detection means continues to monitor for 
a facsimile tone for the duration of from Tl through T2. The reason and motivation to 
combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 
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Regarding Claim 9, Application No 10/750804 discloses initializing the facsimile 
means to receive an incoming facsimile transmission in response to no sound being detected 
during the answered call whereas it is inherent that all recording of an incoming message 
occurs during the voice mail system answers incoming call. The reason and motivation to 
combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 10, Application No. 10/750804 discloses in Claim 22 that the MPD 
is a stand-alone device and in Claim 23 that the system comprises a wireless interface 
whereas all wireless interface are interface. The reason and motivation to combine 10/750804 
and Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 12, Claim 23 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses a wireless 
interface that can interface with a general-purpose based device. The reason and motivation 
to combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 13, Claim 15 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses means for 
receiving at least one memory device and means for downloading received faxes to said 
memory device. The reason and motivation to combine 10/750804 and Krexner is the same 
with that of Claim 1 cited above. 

Regarding Claim 14, Claim 16 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses scanning 
means comprises a flatbed optical scanner. 

Regarding Claim 16, Claim 17 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses a picture 
frame scanner. 
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Regarding Claim 21, Krexner et aL (US 6005924 A) fiirther teaches in [Column 4, 
Rows 4 through 13] that the user can define the number of rings. The reason and motivation 
for combine teaching is the same as in Claim 1 rejection. 

These are provisional double patenting rejections since the conflicting claims have 
not in fact been patented. 
12. Claim 8 is provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over the claims of copending Application No. 
10/750804 in view of Kobayashi et aL (US 5835240 A). 

Claims 1 1 and 1 3 of Application No, 10/750804 disclose the subject matters of Claim 
6 from which this claim is dependent upon. However, it does not explicitly disclose that 
monitoring continue through out the duration of the call. Kobayashi teaches this. 

Kobayashi et aL (US 5835240 A) teaches monitoring for facsimile tone throughout 
the duration of the call [Column 3, Rows 2 through 13]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine 
the continuous monitoring mean of Kobayashi with that of the combined teaching of 
Krexner and Takano in order to correctly determine if the incoming signal is a facsimile 
signal or a voice signal whereas the motivation to combine is quoted in Kobayashi et aL (US 
5835240 A) [Column 1, Row 63 through Column 2, Row 5] "provide a facsimile 
communication supplementary service that allows the switching facility to automatically 
determine whether the originating terminal is a telephone or a facsimile. . 

This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not 
in fact been patented. 
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13. Claim 1 1 is provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over the claims of copending Application No. 
10/750804 in view of Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11-275302). 

Claims 1 1 and 13 of Application No. 10/750804 disclose the subject matters of Claim 
6 from which this claim is dependent upon. Further more, Claim 14 of 10/750804 discloses 
interfacing with a network. However, since not every network interface is a wireless 
interface, 10/750804 does not explicitly teach a wireless interface. 

Takano teaches this wireless interface. Takano et aL (JP 11-275301 and JP 11- 
275302) teaches an external interface that is capable of interfacing with network via public 
line, wired LAN, wireless LAN and etc. refer to Figure 3 and [Column 11, Rows 24 through 
34] of Takano et aL (US 6833926 Bl). 

Therefore, it would've been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine the 
apparatus of Application No. 10/750804 and the general purpose interface (wired, wireless, 
or compact flash memory) of Takano in order to provide a mean for communication between 
the apparatus and other apparatus within the network as well as transferring data between the 
apparatuses mentioned whereas the motivation for combination is quoted in Takano et aL 

(US 6833926 Bl) as "to provide an interface " [Column 1, Row 66 through Column 2, 

Row 5]. This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not 
in fact been patented. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 101 which forms the basis for provisional double 
patenting rejections set forth in this Office action: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

14. Claims 6, 18 through 20, and 22 through 24 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as 
claiming the same invention as that of the copending Application No, 10/750804. 

Regarding Claim 6, Claim 1 1 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses means for 
printing media, means for optically scanning media, means for sending and receiving 
facsimiles, means for monitoring calls for fax signal when a human or answering machine 
answered the incoming call, and means for initializing fax means to receive facsimile 
transmission when fax tone is detected. Furthermore, it is disclosed in Claim 13 of the 
copending application means for monitoring incoming call for sound after said incoming call 
is answered. 

Regarding Claim 18, Claim 18 of Application No, 10/750804 discloses a printer, an 
optical scanner, a facsimile functionality, and that the device monitor incoming calls for 
facsimile signal and initialize facsimile fiinctionality to receive incoming facsimile, and a 
general-purpose processor based device. Regarding the call monitor, it is inherent 10/750804 
discloses a call monitor in Claim 18 in order for it to claim that it can monitor incoming 
phone call. 
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Regarding Claim 19, Claim 19 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses a facsimile 
functionality stores incoming facsimile to memory of general-purpose processor based 
device. 

Regarding Claim 20, Claim 20 oi Application No. 10/750804 discloses general- 
purpose based device hosts a user interface adapted to receive user settings for said MPD. 

Regarding Claims 22 and 23, Claim 21 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses that 
the MPD is a stand-alone device adapted to employ facsimile independent of interface with a 
general-purpose processor based device. 

Regarding Claim 24, Claim 23 of Application No. 10/750804 discloses a wireless 
interface, interfacing said general-purpose processor based device with MPD. 

These are provisional double patenting rejections since the conflicting claims have 
not in fact been patented. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to King Y. Poon whose telephone number is 571-272-7440 and 
Richard Z. Zhu whose telephone number is 571-270-1587. The examiners can normally be 
reached on M-F, 8:00 - 4:30. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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